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Trails and Bikeways 

Huntington Beach’s mild climate permits bicycle riding year-round, and the growing popularity 
of bicycling has drawn enthusiasts onto the streets and bike trails near the beach and throughout 
the planning area. The bikeway plan shown in Figure CIRC-5 of the Circulation Element of the 
City’s General Plan identifies the planned system of bikeways to accommodate growing demand 
and provide a real alternative to the car for local trips.   

Both Talbert Ave and Newland Street have bike lanes. The Project would not remove or change 
these bike lanes. 

Pedestrian Facilities 

The City’s General Plan identifies that sidewalks and walking paths allow people to walk easily 
around most parts of Huntington Beach, particularly in areas such as Downtown, adjacent to the 
beach, and along portions of Beach Boulevard. In many other neighborhoods, sidewalks allow 
children to walk to schools and parks and surrounding uses. 

The City seeks to improve the pedestrian experience and enhance pedestrian safety. Areas 
eligible for improvements would be designated as pedestrian enhancement zones (PEZs). PEZ 
improvements may include widened sidewalks, crosswalks, trees, pedestrian-scale lighting, and 
traffic-calming measures. 

Both Talbert Ave and Newland Street have existing sidewalks for pedestrians. The Project does 
not propose to alter the sidewalks.  

The Proposed Project is consistent with the programs, plans, ordinances and policies that address 
the circulation system, including transit, roadways, bicycle and pedestrian facilities. Therefore, 
potential impacts associated with the circulation system would d be less than significant, and no 
mitigation would be required.  

b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, 
subdivision (b)? 

Less Than Significant Impact: CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 provides that transportation 
impacts of projects are, in general, best measured by evaluating the Project's vehicle miles 
traveled (VMT). Automobile delay (often called Level of Service) would no longer be considered 
to be an environmental impact under CEQA. 

The City has yet to adopt criteria for evaluating VMT impacts under CEQA. The City of Huntington 
Beach follows the guidance and recommendations provided by the Office of Planning and 
Research (OPR) in regard to determining the thresholds of significance and methodology for 
identifying VMT related impacts. Additionally, the City of Huntington Beach has the discretion to 
utilize criteria similar to that which is has been adopted by the County of Orange (COO, November 
2020). As part of the draft VMT guidelines for the County of Orange, projects that generate a net 
number of 500 or fewer average daily trips (ADT) may result in a less than significant impact to 
transportation and circulation and therefore may be screened out of a VMT analysis. The Traffic 
Impact Study in Appendix H identified that the Proposed Project is forecast to generate 
approximately 249 daily trips which include approximately 16 AM peak hour trips and 
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approximately 19 PM peak hour trips. The Proposed Project would not conflict or be inconsistent 
with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b). Therefore, potential impacts would be 
less than significant, and no mitigation would be required. 

c) Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., 
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

Less Than Significant Impact: The Proposed Project does not include the construction or 
widening of any roadways. There are two ingress and egress points, and both would be gated. 
One ingress/egress location would be from Talbert Ave, along the southwestern end of the 
property, but the primary ingress/egress is designated off of Newland Street (east side of 
property). The Project Site contains an interior single spine road along the length of the northern 
property line which provides access to the entire community while doubling as a buffer to the 
abutting residences to the north. Perpendicular drive aisles extending from the spine road would 
provide access to the individual units. The Newland Street entrance is directly connected to the 
northern spine road while the Talbert Ave entrance is connected to one of the perpendicular 
drive aisles that is connected to the spine road. Both the Talbert Ave and Newland Street 
entrances have driveway space to allow cars to queue in the driveway and not back up onto the 
streets.  

The Proposed Project does not create hazards or conflicts between pedestrians and vehicles 
internally, nor does it create a conflict between autos and trucks for the ingress and egress. 
Therefore, potential impacts associated with hazards or incompatible uses would be less than 
significant, and no mitigation would be required.  

d) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? 

Less Than Significant Impact: The Proposed Project would comply with the City’s development 
review process including review by the City Fire Department for compliance with all applicable 
fire code requirements for construction and access to the Project Site. The access and circulation 
features within the Project Site would accommodate emergency ingress and egress by fire trucks, 
police units, and ambulance/paramedic vehicles. Emergency vehicles would enter the Project Site 
using the driveway entrance at either Newland Street or Talbert Ave. The internal circulation 
includes ample area that can accommodate vehicle delivery trucks as well as fire trucks. The 
proposed on-site accessways meet street width requirements of the Huntington Beach Fire 
Department as shown on Figure 4.  

Each of the Proposed Project’s driveways would be designed and constructed to City standards 
and comply with City width, clearance, and turning-radius requirements. The Project Site would 
be accessible to emergency responders during construction and operation of the Proposed 
Project. Because of the Proposed Project’s multiple access driveways and because it would 
comply with all applicable local requirements related to emergency vehicle access and 
circulation, the Proposed Project would not result in inadequate emergency access. Therefore, 
potential impacts associated with inadequate emergency access would be less than significant, 
and no mitigation would be required.  
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Mitigation Measures 
No mitigation measures associated with impacts to Transportation apply to the Proposed Project. 

Conclusion 
Potential impacts of the Proposed Project associated with Transportation would be less than 
significant, and no mitigation would be required.  
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4.18 Tribal Cultural Resources 
A Phase 1 Cultural Resources Evaluation was completed to determine potential impacts to tribal 
cultural resources associated with the development of the Proposed Project (Appendix D). The 
evaluation also addressed the ethnographic and archaeology of the Native American occupation 
in the City of Huntington Beach.  

Regulatory Setting 
Senate Bill 18 

Senate Bill (SB) 18 (California Government Code Section 65352.3), enacted in 2004, sets forth 
requirements for local governments to provide California Native American Tribes an opportunity 
to participate in local land use decisions at an early stage of planning for the purpose of 
protecting, or mitigating impacts on, cultural places. 

Assembly Bill 52 

AB 52, enacted and codified in 2014, is applicable to projects that have filed a Notice of 
Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) or notice of a Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (MND) or Negative Declaration (ND) on or after July 1, 2015. The law requires lead 
agencies to initiate consultation with California Native American Tribes that are traditionally and 
culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the Project and have requested such consultation, 
prior to determining the type of CEQA documentation that is applicable to the Project (i.e., EIR, 
MND, ND). Significant impacts to “Tribal Cultural Resources” are considered significant impacts 
to the environment. 

City of Huntington Beach Tribal Consultation 

On July 2, 2021, the City of Huntington Beach sent informational letters pursuant to the 
requirements of both AB 52 and SB 18 to the following individuals/Tribes:  

• Ralph Goff, Chairperson, Campo Band of Diegueno Mission Indians 

• Robert Pinto, Chairperson, Ewiiaapaayp Band of Kumeyaay Indians 

• Michael Garcia, Vice Chairperson, Ewiiaapaayp Band of Kumeyaay Indians 

• Andrew Salas, Chairperson, Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation 

• Anthony Morales, Chairperson, Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians 

• Sandonne Goad, Chairperson, Gabrielino/Tongva Nation 

• Robert Dorame, Chairperson, Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council 

• Christina Conley, Tribal Consultant and Administrator, Gabrielino Tongva Indians of 
California Tribal Council 

• Charles Alvarez, Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe 

• Matias Belardes, Chairperson, Juaneño Band of Mission Indians Acjachemen Nation 

• Javaughn Miller, Tribal Administrator, La Posta Band of Diegueno Mission Indians 
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• Gwendolyn Parada, Chairperson, La Posta Band of Diegueno Mission Indians 

• Isaiah Vivanco, Chairperson, Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians 

• Angela Elliott Santos, Chairperson, Manzanita Band of Kumeyaay Nation (by fax) 

• Michael Linton, Chairperson, Mesa Grande Band of Diegueno Mission Indians 

• Shasta Gaughen, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, Pala Band of Mission Indians 

• Lovina Redner, Tribal Chair, Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians 

The only responses that were received were from the Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians-Kizh 
Nation and the Juaneño Band of Mission Indians Acjachemen Nation. Both requested 
consultation and Tribal monitoring during Project grading. Mitigation measures in accordance 
with their request are included in this section. Consultation with other tribes concluded.  

Environmental Setting 
As discussed in Section 4.5, the area now known as Huntington Beach has been inhabited since 
8,000 before present (BP). Huntington Beach was originally occupied by the Tongva people. This 
group of people was also known as the Gabrielino Indians, a name derived from their association 
with the San Gabriel Arcangel Mission during the Spanish period. Their land included much of Los 
Angeles and Orange Counties, including several offshore islands. The Tongva people were one of 
the most important groups in Southern California, as their influence extended north into the 
Central Valley and to the southern deserts. They were reported to be one of the wealthiest, most 
populous, and most powerful ethnic groups in the area. 

At the time of European contact in 1769, when Gaspar de Portolá’s expedition crossed the Los 
Angeles Basin, what were to be named the Gabrielino Native Americans by the Spanish, occupied 
the area around the Project Site (Appendix D-1). While the term Gabrielino identifies those Native 
Americans who were under the control of the Spanish Mission San Gabriel Archángel, the 
overwhelming number of people in these areas were of the same ethnic nationality and language 
(Takic) group. Their territory extended from northern Orange County north to the San Fernando 
Valley in Los Angeles County and eastward to the San Bernardino area. 
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Impact Analysis 

CEQA THRESHOLDS 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 
or Does Not 

Apply 

XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES:  

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in 
Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically 
defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California 
Native American tribe, and that is: 

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California 
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register 
of historical resources as defined in Public Resources 
Code section 5020.1(k), or 

 X   

b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its 
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to 
be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 
5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 
5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the 
significance of the resource to a California Native 
American tribe. 

 X   

Discussion 
a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal 

cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, 
place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of 
the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American 
tribe, and that is listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical 
Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code 
section 5020.1(k)? 

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated: According to PRC Chapter 2.5, 
Section 21074, tribal cultural resources are sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred 
places, and items with cultural value to a California Native American tribe that are either included 
or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources or 
included in a local register of historical resources as defined in Section 5020.1.  

There are no resources that have been identified as eligible for listing to the California Register 
of Historic Places within or near the Project Site. Therefore, there would be no impact to known 
tribal cultural resources. However, MM TCR-1 and MM TCR-2 would require tribal monitoring 
during any ground disturbing activities on the Project Site and to avoid potential impacts to tribal 
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cultural resources that may be unearthed by Project construction activities. MM TCR-3 would be 
implemented if any human remains – including Native American human remains - are unearthed 
by Project construction activities. Therefore, with implementation of MM TCR-1, MM TCR-2, and 
MM TCR-3, potential impacts associated with tribal cultural resources would be less than 
significant.  

b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal 
cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, 
place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of 
the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American 
tribe, and that is a resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported 
by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of 
Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) 
of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of 
the resource to a California Native American tribe? 

 Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated: The Project Site is previously 
disturbed land currently under residential land use and are no resources that have been 
identified as significant within or near the Project Site. Although ground-disturbing activities 
would occur on previously disturbed land, there is the potential to uncover unanticipated tribal 
cultural resources.  

There are no resources that have been identified as eligible for listing to the California Register 
of Historic Places within or near the Project Site. MM TCR-1 and MM TCR-2 would require 
monitoring during any ground disturbing activities on the Project Site and to avoid potential 
impacts to tribal cultural resources that may be unearthed by Project construction activities. MM 
TCR-3 would be implemented if any human remains - including Native American human remains 
- are unearthed by Project construction activities. Implementation of these measures would 
ensure that Project-specific impacts would be less than significant.  

Mitigation Measures: 
MM TCR-1: Retain a Native American Monitor Prior to Commencement of Ground-Disturbing 
Activities 

A. The Property Owner/Developer shall retain a Native American monitor(s) from (or 
approved by) the Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians – Kizh Nation (the “Kizh” or 
the “Tribe”) - Juaneno Band of Mission Indians, Acjachemen Nation- Belardes (the 
“Belardes” or the “Tribe”) the direct lineal descendants of the project location. The 
monitor(s) shall be retained prior to the commencement of any “ground-disturbing 
activity” for the subject project, at all project locations (i.e., both on-site and any 
off-site locations that are included in the project description/definition and/or 
required in connection with the project, such as public improvement work). 
“Ground-disturbing activity” includes, but is not limited to, pavement removal, 
potholing, auguring, grubbing, tree removal, boring, grading, excavation, drilling, 
and trenching. 
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B. A copy of the executed monitoring agreement(s) shall be provided to the lead 
agency prior to the earlier of the commencement of any ground-disturbing activity 
for the project, or the issuance of any permit necessary to commence a ground-
disturbing activity. 

C. The Property Owner/Developer shall provide the Tribes with a minimum of 30 days 
advance written notice of the commencement of any project ground-disturbing 
activity so that the Tribe has sufficient time to secure and schedule a monitor for 
the project. 

D. The Property Owner/Developer shall hold at least one (1) pre-construction 
sensitivity/educational meeting prior to the commencement of any ground-
disturbing activities, where at a senior member of the Tribes will inform and 
educate the project’s construction and managerial crew and staff members 
(including any project subcontractors and consultants) about the TCR mitigation 
measures and compliance obligations, as well as places of significance located on 
the Project Site (if any), the appearance of potential TCRs, and other informational 
and operational guidance to aid in the project’s compliance with the TCR mitigation 
measures. 

E. The monitor(s) will complete daily monitoring logs that will provide descriptions of 
the relevant ground- disturbing activities, the type of construction activities 
performed, locations of ground-disturbing activities, soil types, cultural-related 
materials, and any other facts, conditions, materials, or discoveries of significance 
to the Tribes. Monitor logs will identify and describe any discovered TCRs, including 
but not limited to, Native American cultural and historical artifacts, remains, places 
of significance, etc., (collectively, tribal cultural resources, or “TCR”), as well as any 
discovered Native American (ancestral) human remains and burial goods. Copies of 
monitor logs will be provided to  Property Owner/Developer and/or lead agency 
upon written request. 

F. Native American monitoring for the project shall conclude upon the latter of the 
following: (1) written confirmation from a designated project point of contact to the 
Tribes that all ground-disturbing activities and all phases that may involve ground-
disturbing activities on the Project Site and at any off-site project location are 
complete; or (2) written notice by the Tribes to the Property Owner/Developer 
and/or lead agency that no future, planned construction activity and/or 
development/construction phase (known by the Tribes at that time) at the Project 
Site and at any off-site project location possesses the potential to impact TCRs. 

MM TCR-2: Discovery of TCRs, Human Remains, and/or Grave Goods 

A. Upon the discovery of a TCR, all construction activities in the immediate vicinity of 
the discovery (i.e., not less than the surrounding 50 feet) shall cease. The Tribe shall 
be immediately informed of the discovery, and a Kizh and/or Belardes monitor 
and/or Kizh and/or Belardes archaeologist will promptly report to the location of 
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the discovery to evaluate the TCR and advise the project manager regarding the 
matter, protocol, and any mitigating requirements. No project construction 
activities shall resume in the surrounding 50 feet of the discovered TCR unless and 
until the Tribe(s) have completed assessment/evaluation/recovery of the 
discovered TCR and surveyed the surrounding area. 

B. The Tribes will recover and retain all discovered TCRs in the form and/or manner 
the Tribes deems appropriate in its sole discretion, and for any purpose the Tribes 
deems appropriate, including but not limited to, educational, cultural and/or 
historic purposes. 

C. If Native American human remains and/or grave goods are discovered or recognized 
on the Project Site or at any off-site project location, then all construction activities 
shall immediately cease. Native American “human remains” are defined to include 
“an inhumation or cremation, and in any state of decomposition or skeletal 
completeness.” (Pub. Res. Code § 5097.98 (d)(1).) Funerary objects, referred to as 
“associated grave goods,” shall be treated in the same manner and with the same 
dignity and respect as human remains. (Pub. Res. Code § 5097.98 (a), d)(1) and (2).) 

D. Thereafter, construction activities may resume in other parts of the Project Site at 
a minimum of 200 feet away from discovered human remains and/or grave goods, 
if the Tribes determine in its sole discretion that resuming construction activities at 
that distance is acceptable and provides the project manager express consent of 
that determination (along with any other mitigation measures the Tribal monitors 
and/or archaeologists deem necessary). (14 Cal. Code Regs. § 15064.5(f).) 

E. Preservation in place (i.e., avoidance) is the preferred manner of treatment for 
discovered human remains and/or grave goods. 

MM TCR-3: Procedures for Burials, Funerary Remains, and Grave Goods: 

A. The Burial Policy of the determined applicable Tribe shall be implemented for all 
discovered Native American human remains and/or grave goods. Tribal Traditions 
include, but are not limited to, the preparation of the soil for burial, the burial of 
funerary objects and/or the deceased, and the ceremonial burning of human 
remains. 

B. If the discovery of human remains includes four (4) or more burials, the discovery 
location shall be treated as a cemetery and a separate treatment plan shall be 
created. 

C. The prepared soil and cremation soils are to be treated in the same manner as bone 
fragments that remain intact. Associated “grave goods” (aka, burial goods or 
funerary objects) are objects that, as part of the death rite or ceremony of a culture, 
are reasonably believed to have been placed with individual human remains either 
at the time of death or later, as well as other items made exclusively for burial 
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purposes or to contain human remains. Cremations will either be removed in bulk 
or by means necessary to ensure complete recovery of all sacred materials. 

D. In the case where discovered human remains cannot be fully recovered (and 
documented) on the same day, the remains will be covered with muslin cloth and a 
steel plate that can be moved by heavy equipment placed over the excavation 
opening to protect the remains. If this type of steel plate is not available, a 24-hour 
guard should be posted outside of working hours. The Tribe will make every effort 
to divert the project while keeping the remains in situ and protected. If the project 
cannot be diverted, it may be determined that burials will be removed. 

E. In the event preservation in place is not possible despite good faith efforts by the 
Property Owner/Developer, before ground-disturbing activities may resume on the 
Project Site, the landowner shall arrange a designated site location within the 
footprint of the project for the respectful reburial of the human remains and/or 
ceremonial objects. The site of reburial/repatriation shall be agreed upon by the 
Tribe and the landowner and shall be protected in perpetuity. 

F. Each occurrence of human remains and associated grave goods will be stored using 
opaque cloth bags. All human remains, grave goods, funerary objects, sacred 
objects and objects of cultural patrimony will be removed to a secure container on 
site if possible. These items will be retained and shall be reburied within six months 
of recovery. 

G. The Tribes will work closely with the project’s qualified archaeologist to ensure that 
the excavation is treated carefully, ethically and respectfully. If data recovery is 
approved by the Tribes, documentation shall be prepared and shall include (at a 
minimum) detailed descriptive notes and sketches. All data recovery data recovery-
related forms of documentation shall be approved in advance by the Tribe. If any 
data recovery is performed, once complete, a final report shall be submitted to the 
Tribe and the NAHC. The Tribes do NOT authorize any scientific study or the 
utilization of any invasive and/or destructive diagnostics on human remains. 

Conclusion 
Implementation of MM TCR-1 and MM TCR-2 and MM TCR-3 would reduce potential impacts of 
the Proposed Project associated with Tribal Cultural Resources to less than significant. 
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4.19 Utilities and Service Systems 
The Project Applicant has obtained letters from various utilities indicating that they can serve the 
project (Appendix J – Will Serve Letters).  

Environmental Setting 
Water  

The City provides water service to the City, including the Project Site. The City relies on a 
combination of imported water and local groundwater to meet its water needs. The City works 
together with three primary agencies, Metropolitan Water District (MWD), Municipal Water 
District of Orange County (MWDOC), and Orange County Water District (OCWD) to ensure safe 
and reliable water supply for the City. The City has an extensive water system that includes 
system pipelines, wells, pumps, reservoirs, and pump stations. The City’s water distribution 
system is connected to three MWD transmission main connections located respectively in the 
northeast, northwest, and southeast sections of the City. Groundwater is currently pumped from 
eight active wells located throughout the City. The City operates four storage and distribution 
water reservoirs with a combined capacity of 55 million gallons. The water storage system is 
supported with four booster stations located at each reservoir. 

There are 53,091 current customer active service connections in the City’s water distribution 
system with all connections metered. Since 2005, the number of connections has increased only 
1.8 percent while the demand has decreased towards meeting the 20 percent mandatory 
reduction implemented for the City (City, 2018). The City’s current water demand is 28,090 AFY, 
met through locally pumped groundwater and purchased imported water from MWDOC. 

Wastewater 

The City operates and maintains the local sewer collection pipes that feed into the Orange County 
Sanitation District’s (OCSD's) trunk sewer system to convey wastewater to OCSD's Plant No. 2. 
OCSD is responsible for the treatment and disposal of all the City’s wastewater. The City's sewer 
system includes 360 miles of sewer lines ranging from 6 inches to 30 inches in diameter, 10,000 
utility access holes and 27 lift stations. OCSD has an extensive system of gravity flow sewers, 
pump stations, and pressurized sewers. OCSD Plant No. 2 has a capacity of 312 MGD with a 120-
inch diameter ocean outfall that extends 4 miles off the coast of the City. There is also a 78-inch 
diameter emergency outfall that extends 1.3 miles off the coast. 

Electricity, Gas, Telecom 

Southern California Edison (SCE) currently provides electricity to the City of Huntington Beach, 
including the Project Site. 

The Southern California Gas Company (SCGC) currently provides natural gas service to the City of 
Huntington Beach, including the Project Site. 

Spectrum and Frontier Communications provide telecommunications service to the area, 
including the Project Site. The service would be provided in accordance with the provider’s 
policies and extension rules on file with the CPUC.  
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Impact Analysis 

CEQA THRESHOLDS 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 
Impact 

No Impact 
or Does Not 

Apply 

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS:  

Would the project: 
    

a) Require or result in the relocation or 
construction of new or expanded water, 
wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, 
electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications 
facilities, the construction or relocation of which 
could cause significant environmental effects? 

  X  

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve 
the project and reasonably foreseeable future 
development during normal, dry and multiple dry 
years? 

  X  

c) Result in a determination by the wastewater 
treatment provider which serves or may serve the 
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the 
project's projected demand in addition to the 
provider's existing commitments? 

  X  

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local 
standards, or in excess of the capacity of local 
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment 
of solid waste reduction goals? 

  X  

e) Comply with federal, state, and local 
management and reduction statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste? 

  X  

Discussion 
a) Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded 

water, wastewater treatment or stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

Less than Significant Impact:  

Water 

There are existing City water pipelines located along Talbert Avenue and Newland Street that 
may provide water service and fire flow to the proposed development according to the City of 
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Huntington Beach’s “will serve” letter (Appendix J, City of Huntington Beach Public Works 
Department, Water Will-Serve Letter for Talbert and Newland Residential Townhome Project, 
February 1, 2021). The City indicated in its “will serve” letter that it would provide water service 
to the Project Site provided the Property Owner/Developer pays all the necessary fees and 
satisfies all the Conditions of Approval and Development Code Requirements specified for the 
Project. Prior to connection, the City will require the Application to provide a water system 
hydraulic analysis to verify whether the City’s existing water system could satisfy the ultimate 
domestic and fire flow demands for the proposed development. The City indicated that it shall 
be the financial responsibility of the developer to furnish and construct all necessary water 
improvements per the City Water Division Standards including any required offsite 
improvements, if the hydraulic analysis confirms that the City’s water system is not adequate to 
satisfy the Proposed Project’s demand. 

The Proposed Project is estimated to create a water demand of approximately 2,215,237 gallons 
per year of indoor water use and 1,396,562 gallons per year of outdoor water use (Appendix B). 
The Project will comply with 2016 CCR Title 24 Part 11 (CALGreen), which requires the use of low 
flow faucets, showers, and toilets and use of smart irrigation system controller requirements. 
Based on the City’s average of 2.257 persons for each of the 34 attached dwelling unit proposed, 
and the City’s calculated average of 94 gallons per person per day (City, 2018), potable water 
demands would be approximately 7,213 gallons per day.  

Water service to the Project would also be provided in compliance with the latest City Water 
Division Standards and Title 14, Water and Sewers, of the Huntington Beach Municipal Code, 
which sets regulations for service connections, water rates, and other water system provisions. 

Wastewater Treatment/Storm Drainage 

The Proposed Project is estimated to create a water demand of approximately 2,215,237 gallons 
per year of indoor water use and 1,396,562 gallons per year of outdoor water use (Appendix B). 
The water usage estimate correlates to wastewater usage because a majority of the water 
becomes wastewater.  

The OCSD Sewer Capacity Verification Letter to the Applicant (Appendix J, Orange County 
Sanitation District Sewer Capacity Verification Letter, February 11, 2021) indicated that the OCSD 
studied the impacts of the Proposed Project’s estimated peak wastewater discharge rate, and 
determined utilizing the OC San’s wastewater generation rates and net peak flow calculations to 
be less than the currently rated use, as follows: 

• Proposed Average Discharge Rate = 7,247 GPD 

• Proposed Peak Discharge Rate = 18,118 GPD 

The OCSD February 11, 2021, letter indicated that OC San has sufficient treatment capacity in its 
facilities to accept the provided, estimated wastewater flows from the subject property, as 
conveyed to the OC San by the City of Huntington Beach municipal sanitary sewer system. When 
OCSD Capital Facilities Capacity Charges are paid to the City of Huntington Beach, this property 
will be subject to the design and construction of any necessary on-site collection facilities and the 
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discharge of wastewater from the property will not result in a violation of the OCSD’s Regional 
Water Quality Control Board permit requirements.  

The City of Huntington Beach Public Works Department also evaluated the Project and 
determined that City sewer service to the Proposed Project may be provided by the City 
(Appendix J – City of Huntington Beach Public Works Department, Sewer Will-Serve Letter for the 
Talbert and Newland Residential Townhome Project at the northwest corner of Talbert Avenue 
and Newland Street (34 total units), February 1, 2021). 

The Public Works Department also indicated that a condition of Project approval would be a 
sewer hydraulic analysis study verifying sewer capacity within the City's sanitary sewer system 
that must be prepared and submitted to Public Works for review and approval. This study must 
include and be based upon 14-day or longer flow test data, as well as the projected sewer 
flows/demands for the Proposed Project. The City requires that the flow test data be conducted 
prior to construction.  

The City’s letter indicated that if the sewer study shows adequate capacity to serve the proposed 
development, and the Property Owner/Developer pays all of the necessary City development 
fees and meets all Code Requirements, Conditions of Approval and Mitigation Measures as 
required by the City, then the Property Owner/Developer would be responsible for furnishing, 
constructing and installing all sewer improvements per the City of Huntington Beach Public 
Works standards and approved plans. 

The City’s approval would constitute an affirmation that they can serve the Proposed Project 
without impacts to their systems. Therefore, potential impacts associated with water, 
wastewater, and storm drainage would be less than significant, and no mitigation would be 
required.  

b) Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and 
reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 

Less than Significant Impact: The Applicant has obtained a “will serve” letter from the City 
(Appendix J) which indicates there is sufficient water supplies to serve the Proposed Project. 
Additionally, the City’s Urban Water Master Plan (City, 2018) identifies that the City’s 
conservation efforts have been successful in reducing water demand throughout the City. 
Therefore, potential impacts associated with available water supplies would be less than 
significant, and no mitigation would be required. 

c) Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which 
serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s 
projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments? 

Less than Significant Impact: The Applicant has obtained a “will serve” letter from the City which 
indicates there is sufficient wastewater capacity to serve the Project (Appendix J). Therefore, 
potential impacts associated with wastewater treatment capacity would be less than significant, 
and no mitigation would be required. 



Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration  March 2022 
Olson Townhomes - Planning Application No. 2021-0084   

Page 158 
 

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of 
local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 

Less than Significant Impact: Republic Services provides trash, recycling, and green waste service 
in the City of Huntington Beach. Waste is transported to a variety of regional landfills and transfer 
stations for processing. 

The analysis in Appendix A identified a waste generation rate of 16 tons of solid waste per year 
from the Proposed Project operations. For operations, the Proposed Project would be served by 
a variety of regional landfills with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the Project’s 
solid waste disposal needs. The Proposed Project would not be served by a landfill with 
insufficient permitted capacity to accommodate solid waste disposal needs. Therefore, potential 
impacts associated with solid waste disposal would be less than significant, and no mitigation 
would be required.  

e) Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction 
statutes and regulations related to solid waste? 

Less than Significant Impact: Solid waste generated by the Proposed Project would be disposed 
of at a variety of landfills and transfer stations in Orange County. Disposal of solid waste would 
be required to comply with all federal state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid 
waste. This would include providing receptacles for green waste, recyclables, and garbage. 
Therefore, potential impacts associated with compliance with solid waste statutes and 
regulations would be less than significant, and no mitigation would be required. 

Mitigation Measures 
No mitigation measures associated with impacts to Utilities and Service Systems apply to the 
Proposed Project.  

Conclusion 
Potential impacts of the Proposed Project associated with Utilities and Service Systems would be 
less than significant, and no mitigation would be required.  
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4.20 Wildfire 

Environmental Setting 
The City’s General Plan identifies that the City has a very low risk and a very low incidence of 
brush fires.  

Impact Analysis 

CEQA THRESHOLDS 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 
or Does Not 

Apply 

XX. WILDFIRE: If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity 
zones, 

Would the project: 

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?    X 

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, 
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose 
project occupants to, pollutant concentrations 
from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of 
wildfire? 

   X 

c) Require the installation or maintenance of 
associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel 
breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or 
other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that 
may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the 
environment? 

   X 

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, 
including downslope or downstream flooding or 
landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope 
instability, or drainage changes? 

   X 

Discussion 
a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

No Impact: The Project Site is not located within a very high fire hazard severity zone according 
to City General Plan maps or Local Responsibility and State Responsibility Area maps by CAL FIRE 
(CAL FIRE 2007, 2009). Therefore, no impacts associated with an adopted emergency response 
plan or emergency evacuation plan in reference to wildfire would occur, and no mitigation would 
be required.  
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b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby 
expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled 
spread of a wildfire? 

No Impact: The Project Site is not located within a very high fire hazard severity zone according 
to City General Plan maps or Local Responsibility and State Responsibility Area maps by CAL FIRE 
(CAL FIRE 2007, 2009). Therefore, no impacts associated with wildfire would occur, and no 
mitigation would be required.  

c) Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel 
breaks, emergency water sources, power lines, or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire 
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment? 

No Impact: The Project Site is not located within a very high fire hazard severity zone according 
to City General Plan maps or Local Responsibility and State Responsibility Area maps by CAL FIRE 
(CAL FIRE 2007, 2009). Therefore, no impacts associated with wildfire would occur, and no 
mitigation would be required.  

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream 
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes? 

No Impact: The Project Site is not located within a very high fire hazard severity zone according 
to City General Plan maps or Local Responsibility and State Responsibility Area maps by CAL FIRE 
(CAL FIRE 2007, 2009). Therefore, no impacts associated with wildfire would occur, and no 
mitigation would be required.  

Mitigation Measures 
No mitigation measures associated with impacts to Wildfire apply to the Proposed Project.  

Conclusion 
Potential impacts of the Proposed Project associated Wildfire risk would be less than significant, 
and no mitigation would be required.  

  



Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration  March 2022 
Olson Townhomes - Planning Application No. 2021-0084   

Page 161 
 

4.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 
or Does Not 

Apply 

XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:     

a) Does the project have the potential to 
substantially degrade the quality of the 
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a 
fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, 
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, 
substantially reduce the number or restrict the 
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examples of the major periods 
of California history or prehistory? 

 X   

b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? 
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the 
incremental effects of a project are considerable 
when viewed in connection with the effects of past 
projects, the effects of other current projects, and 
the effects of probable future projects)? 

 X   

c) Does the project have environmental effects 
which will cause substantial adverse effects on 
human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

 X   

Discussion 
a) Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the 

environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or 
animal community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or 
endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of 
California history or prehistory? 

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated: The Proposed Project is an infill 
development project located in an urbanized area of the City and the Project Site is not within or 
adjacent to and would not conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community Conservation Plan, other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan. However, the Project site is heavily vegetated and MM BIO-1 would reduce 
potential impacts to nesting birds.  
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According to the Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment (Appendix D), no cultural resources have 
been recorded within the Project Site, and the Project Site does not contain any resources that 
are important to major periods of California history or prehistory. Although the Project Site does 
not contain any documented cultural resources, there is a possibility that undiscovered, buried 
resources (including paleontological and tribal cultural resources) might be encountered during 
construction. Therefore, implementation of MM GEO-1, MM TCR-1, MM TCR-2 and MM TCR-3 
would reduce potential impacts associated with any undiscovered resources to less than 
significant and ensure that the Proposed Project would not eliminate important examples of the 
major periods of California history or prehistory.    

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? 
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are 
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of 
other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? 

Less Than Significant: The Air Quality, Noise, and Transportation analyses presented in Section 
4.3, Section 4.13, and Section 4.17, respectively, of this document considered cumulative impacts 
and determined that cumulative air, noise, and traffic impacts would be less than significant, as 
outlined in those sections. No additional mitigation measures would be required to reduce 
cumulative impacts to less than significant levels. 

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects 
on human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated: All potential impacts of the Proposed Project 
have been identified, and mitigation measures have been provided, where applicable, to reduce 
potential impacts to less than significant levels. Upon implementation of mitigation measures, 
the Proposed Project would not have the potential to result in substantial adverse impacts on 
human beings either directly or indirectly. No additional mitigation measures would be required. 
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Architectural Plans 
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Appendix B 

 

Air Quality, Energy, and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Impact Analysis, 
January 2022 
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Appendix C 

 

General Biological Survey for the Olson Townhome Project [APNs 167-
531-24 and 167-531-23], November 18, 2021 
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Tree Inventory and Tree Assessment For Huntington Beach -  
Talbert & Newland, November 2021 
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Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment, November 2021 
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Appendix D-1 

 

Historical Resource Analysis Report 8371, 8421, 8461 Talbert Avenue, 
November 2021 
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Appendix E 

 

Geotechnical Due-Diligence Investigation and Percolation Study, 
February 2021 
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Appendix F 

 

Phase I and II Environmental Site Assessment, February 2021 
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Appendix G 

 

Final Water Quality Management Plan 
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Appendix H 

 

Noise Impact Analysis, February 2022 
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Utility Will Serve Letters 
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